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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-5, 8-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Terry William 
Ogletree, Microsoft Windows XP Unleashed (hereinafter, Ogletree). 

As for independent claim 1 : 

Ogletree shows a method for resuming a mode of display device operation, comprising: 

• determining if a predetermined condition has been satisfied; 

• if the predetermined condition has been satisfied, automatically resuming output of an interrupted 
yet previously output signal to the display device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver, shows the 
user can select a plurality of screensavers. A Screensaver displays a certain image after a 
specified amount of time passes without the keyboard being touched or mouse being moved. 
Touching a key or moving the mouse deactivates the screen saver). 

As for dependent claim 2: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 1, wherein determining if a predetermined condition has been 
satisfied comprises determining if there is no user activity for a predefined period of time (Windows XP 
Screensaver monitors the user input prior to activating the Screensaver). 
As for dependent claim 3: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 2, wherein determining if there is no user activity comprises 
determining if no user input is received for the predefined period of time (Windows XP screensaver 
monitors the user input and the elapse time prior to activating the screensaver). 
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As for dependent claim 4: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 1, wherein determining if a predetermined condition has been 
satisfied comprises determining if a slideshow of digital images is being displayed on the display device 
(Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver, Pg. 2). 
As for dependent claim 5: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 1, wherein determining if a predetermined condition has been 
satisfied comprises determining if a user input is awaited (Windows XP Screensaver monitors the user 
input and the elapse time prior to activating the Screensaver). 
As for dependent claim 8: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 1, wherein automatically resuming output of a previously output 
signal comprises controlling a switch to provide the output signal to a digital image viewing device output 
port (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver-a computer, digital image viewing device, have a switch). 
As for dependent claim 9: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 1, further comprising detecting activation of a digital image viewing 
device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver --a computer, digital image viewing device, have a switch). 
As for dependent claim 10: 

Ogletree shows the method of claim 9, further comprising interrupting a received signal and outputting 
digital image data to the display device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver --a computer receives a 
signal and output the digital image data to the display device). 
As for independent claim 11: 

Ogletree shows a method for controlling a digital image viewing device, comprising: 

• detecting activation of the viewing device; interrupting output of a signal received by the viewing 
device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver -a computer, digital image viewing device, have a 
switch and video card to send signal to the display unit); 

• outputting digital image data from the viewing device to a display device (Ogletree: Choosing a 
Screensaver, shows the user can select a plurality of screensavers. The user can also selects a 
plurality of pictures for slideshow, See Ogletree Pg. 2 of 2); 
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• determining if a predetermined condition has been satisfied (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver 
Pg. 1 and 2); 

• if the predetermined condition has been satisfied, automatically resuming output of the received 
signal from the viewing device to the display device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver Pg. 1 and 
2; when the user mouse the mouse or touches the keyboard during a screensaver, the computer, 
a digital image viewing device, will resume output of the received signal to the display unit). 

As for dependent claim 12: 

Claim 12 contains similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claim 2 and is respectfully rejected 
along the same rationale. 
As for dependent claim 13: 

Claim 13 contains similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claim 4 and is respectfully rejected 
along the same rationale. 
As for dependent claim 14: 

Claim 14 contains similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claim 5 and is respectfully rejected 
along the same rationale. 
As for claims 15-18: 

Claims 15-18 contain similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claims 11-14 and are respectfully 
rejected along the same rationale. 
As for dependent claim 19: 

Ogletree shows the system of claim 15, wherein the means for automatically resuming output comprises 
a switch that in one orientation provides digital data to the display device and in another orientation 
provides a received input signal to the display device (Ogletree: Choosing a Screensaver Pg. 1 and 2; 
when the user mouse the mouse or touches the keyboard during a screensaver, the computer, a digital 
image viewing device, will resume output of the received signal to the display unit). 
As for claims 20-24: 

Claims 20-24 contain similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 19 and are 
respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 
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As for dependent claim 25: 

Ogletree shows the system of claim 20, further comprising logic configured to interrupt a signal output to 
the display device (Ogletree shows a Screensaver which interrupts the signal to the display device). 
As for dependent claim 26: 

Ogletree shows the system of claim 20, further comprising logic configured to send digital image data to 
the display device (Ogletree shows a Screensaver which interrupts the signal to the display device. The 
user may select a plurality of pictures for the slideshow screensaver). 
As for claims 27-30: 

Claims 27-30 contain similar substantial subject matter as claimed in claims 1, 2, 4, 5 and 8 and are 
respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 6 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Terry 
William Ogletree, Microsoft Windows XP Unleashed (hereinafter, Ogletree). 

As for dependent claim 6: 

Ogletree does not specifically show the method of claim 1, wherein automatically resuming output of a 
previously output signal comprises automatically resuming output of a television programming signal to 
the display device. While Ogletree does not teach the above limitation, it is well known in the art that a 
computer running Windows XP Microsoft system resume output of a television programming signal. Thus 
the above limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
was made. 

As for dependent claim 7: 
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Ogletree does not specifically show the method of claim 1, wherein automatically resuming output of a 
previously output signal comprises automatically resuming output of a video signal provided by a video 
player Windows XP comes with Windows Media Player which is a video player. Thus the above 
limitation would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was 
made. 

It is noted that any citation to specific, pages, columns, lines, or figures in the prior art 
references and any interpretation of the references should not be considered to be limiting in any 
way. A reference is relevant for all it contains and may be relied upon for all that it would have 
reasonably suggested to one having ordinary skill in the art. In re Heck, 699 F.2d 1331, 1332- 
33,216 USPQ 1038, 1039 (Fed. Cir. 1983) (quoting In re Lemelson, 397 F.2d 1006,1009, 158 USPQ 
275, 277 (CCPA1968)). 

The Examiner notes MPEP § 2144.01, that quotes In re Precfa, 401 F.2d 825,159 USPQ 342, 
344 (CCPA 1968) as stating "in considering the disclosure of a reference, it is proper to take into 
account not only specific teachings of the reference but also the inferences which one skilled in 
the art would reasonably be expected to draw therefrom." Further MPEP 2123, states that "a 
reference may be relied upon for all that it would have reasonably suggested to one having 
ordinary skill the art, including nonpreferred embodiments. Merck & Co. v. Biocraft Laboratories, 
874 F.2d 804, 10 USPQ2d 1843 (Fed. Cir.), cert, denied, 493 U.S. 975 (1989). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to David Phantana-angkool whose telephone number is 571-272-2673. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-F, 9:00-5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on 571-272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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